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Re: Wayne Rec1arna.tion an:l Recycling ("Site") 
Columbia City, Irrliana 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

The United States Envirol1I0011tal Protection Agercy (U.S. EPA) has 
documented the release or threatened release of hazardous substances, 
pollutants an:l contaminants at the above reference:i Site. A Remedial 
Investigation/FeasibiLity Study (RI/FS) of the Site has been CXI'I'pleted. 
'Ihis action was un::lertaken pursuant to the Ccltprehensive Enviromnental 
Response, ~tion an:l Liability Act of 1980, 42 U.S.C. Section 9601 et 
~. , as amerd::d by th4:! Superfurrl Arnerrlments arrl Reauthorization Act of 
1986, Public law 99-499 (CERCI.A). 

In aCXX>rdanc~' 1,.rith t.he requirements of Section 104 (b) of CERCIA, the 
Rerredial I11vestigation (RI) Report describes firrlings on the nature arrl 
extent of cX>nta.rnination at the Site. 'lhe Feasibility study (FS) Report 
considered alternatives necessary to ack:iress the corrlitions at the Site. 
Along with the FS Report, U.S. EPA issued a Prq:losed Plan for a thirty day 
p.lblic canment pericrl which errled February 21, 1990. On March 30, 1990, 
the Regional Administrator issued a Record of Decision (ROD) selecting the 
remedial action which ·was originally prc:posed (See Attachlrent III) for the 
Site. 

Unless the u.s. EPA detennines that a potentially responsible party (mP) 
will vollmtarily un:iertake the remedial action necessary at the Site, U.S. 
EPA may, urrler Section 104 of CERCIA, un::lertake the rem:rlial action itself 
arrl, un::ler Section 107 of CERCI.A, seek rei:ni::ursement fran PRPs of all 
response costs incurred in cormection with the action taken. SUch costs 
may include, rut. are not 1 ilni te::1 to, experrli tures for investigation, 
planning, response an:l enforcement activities. 

Moreover, urrler Section 106 of CERCIA, U. 5. EPA may order responsible 
parties to inplerrent relief actiC.ns deemed necessary by U.S. EPA to protect 
the public health, welfare or er.Jirornnent fran an bnminent arrl substantial 
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errlangenoont because of an actual or threatened release of a hazardous 
'9~~ '{~. 'to '{::~~,i ... l_..;_._~J. 

Responsible parties un:ler Section 107 of CERCI.A include current amers an:i 
operators of the Site, farner amers an:i operators of the Site at the time 
of disposal of hazardous substances, as well as persons who owned or 
possessed hazardous substances an:i ~ for disposal, treatment, or 
transportation of such hazardous substances, an:i persons who acx:::epted 
hazardous substances for transportation for disposal or treatment to a 
facility selected by such transporter. U.S. EPA has information 
irrlicatin;J that yoo are a ffiP with respect to the Wayne Reclamation an:i 
Recyclin;J site. '1he sources of this information are briefly SUl'lll'larized in 
Paragrafb A of Attad'nne>.nt I to this letter. By this letter, U.S. EPA 
notifies ya.I of ya.1r potential liability with regard to this matter an:i 
encourages ya.1, as a potentially responsible party, to reinb..lrse u.s. EPA 
for the costs incurred to date an:i to voluntarily perform or finance the 
response activities that U.S. EPA has detennined or will determine are 
required at the Site. 

In accoroanoe with CERCI.A an:i other authorities, u.s. EPA has already 
undertaken certain actions an:i incurred certain (X)Sts in response to 
corrli tions at the Site. 'lhese response actions are sununarized in Paragraph 
B of Attachment I to this letter. '!he awroximate (X)St to date of the 
response actions performed through u.s. EPA furxiin;J at the Site is set 
forth in Paragrafb c of Attachment I. '!he N;Jercy anticipates experrlin;J 
additional furrls for response activities at the Site urxier the authority of 
CERCI.A arrl other laws. In accoroanoe with Section 107 (a) of CERCI.A, dernarrl 
is hereby made for payment of the aiOOU.nt specified in Paragr'a.I:h C of 
Attachment I plus any an:i all interest authorized to be recovered urxier 
Section 107 (a) or ur:rler any other provision of law. Demarrl is also hereby 
made urrler these authorities for payment of interest on all future costs 
that U.S. EPA may incur in regard to the Site. 

u.s. EPA is currently pl~ to an:iuct the foll01t1in;J additional response 
activities at the Site: 

0 

0 

Design arrl i.nplem:mtation of the remedial action 
selected arrl approved by u.s. EPA for the Site; an:i 

Provision of any nonitorin;J, operation an:i maintenance 
necessary at the Site after the remedial action is 
carrpleted. 

In addition, u.s. EPA may, :p.rrsuant to its authorities urxier CERCI.A arrl 
other laws, decide that other clean-up activities are necessary to protect 
p.lblic heal.th, welfare an:i the environment. 

If ya.1 are already involved in discussions with state or local 
~J.t.bf.ll:i..t-_i__~, ~ W. w::!.UWt..aJ:\1 ~l.f>...<W:-'Jli!. ~-i..QT.I. Q.1.: i.mro.l...~ ~ • .::e. l...~~w ... 
rega:rdin;J this Site, ya.1 sha.Ild continue such. activities as ya.I see fit. 
1his letter is not .int.PJrled to advise ya.I <...t" direct ya.I to restrict or 
discontinue any such activities; however, y.JU are advised to inform u.s. 



3 

EPA of the status of those discussions or actions in a response to this 
letter ard to provide a copy of this response to any other parties involved 
in those discussions or actions. Your resp::>nse letter sha.lld be sent to: 

Tinka G. Hyde, 5HS-ll 
u.s. Environmental Protection kjercy 

230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Pursuant to Section 122 (e) (1) of CERCIA, the U.S. EPA has determined that a 
pericx:l of negotiation may facilitate an agreement with you ard other PRPs. 
Upon initiation of the negotiations noratorium pericx:l, you will have a 
maxiirum of 60 days to coordinate with any PRPs ard to present to U.S. EPA a 
"good faith" pi'q)C)Sal for i.nplernenti..r¥3' ard con:iucti..r¥3' the remedial action 
reccmnerrled in the Prcposed Plan. To assist the PRPs in negotiatin;J with 
u.s. EPA concern.in;J this matter, U.S. EPA is providi..r¥3' a list of all other 
PRPs to whcm this notification is bei..r¥3' sent arrl the nanes arrl addresses of 
the RI/FS mP steeri..r¥3' Ccmn.ittee. '!his list is awezned as Attadlment II 
to this letter. It should be noted that inclusion on or exclusion fran the 
list does not constitute a final detennination by the kjercy concerni..r¥3' the 
liability of any party for remediation of Site co:rrlitions or payment of 
past costs. Infonnation regard.i.n:J a ra.n.k.irq by volurre arrl nature of 
substances contriruted by each FRP, as cont:eltplated by section 
122(e) (4) (A), has previously been provided to the steeri..r¥3' carmittee. 

In aca:mE.nce with the requ.irenents of Section 122 (e) (2), durin;J the 60 day 
calerrlar perioo, begi.nnin;J June 28, 1990, the u.s. EPA will not c:x:.rmnence 
remedial action at the Site. U.S. EPA may, however, c:x:.rmnence any 
additional sb..rlies or investigations authorized urrler section 104 (b), 
includi..r¥3' remedial design, duri..r¥3' this negotiation pericx:l. If U.S. EPA 
receives fran the PRPs within the 60 day calerdar pericx:l a written "good 
faith offer'' whid1 dem:)nstrates the FRP's qualifications arrl willi.n;Jness to 
corrluct arxijor fi.nar'lae the remedial design arrl rernedial action (RD/RA) 
consistent with u.s. EPA's Proposed Plan, U.S. EPA will ext.erD its 
IOC>ratorium on <~rent of the remedial action work an additional 60 
calerrlar days. 'Ihe Prt~ Plan, which rec:x:mnerxied the remedy that was 
chosen by the Regional Administrator in the roo, is apperrled as Attachment 
III. 

The p..rrpose of the additional time is to allow the PRPs arrl the U.S. EPA a 
pericx:l of time to finalize the settlement. A "good faith offer'' for RD/RA 
should inclu:ie the followin;J: 

0 

0 

a stab:~rrent of the PRPs' willi.n;Jness to conduct arx3,/or 
finance the RD/RA whid1 is generally oonsistent with 
U.s. EPA's Prcposed Plan or whid1 provides a sufficient 
basis for further negotiations in light of U.S. EPA's 
Prq;>osed Plan; 

a detailed "stdt.eirent of work" or ''workplan" 
ide..ntifyi.rq heM PRPs plan to proceed with the work; 
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0 

0 

0 
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a denonstration of the PRPs' tecimical capability to 
un:ie.rtake the RDjRA. '!his shc:W.d irx:l"OOe a requirement 
that PRPs identify the finn they expect will corrluct 
the work or that PRPs identify the process they will 
un:ie.rtake to select a finn. ; 

a denonstration of the PRPs' capability to finance the 
RDjRA; 

a statement of the PRPs' willi.n3ness to rebnburse U.S. 
EPA for past response arrl oversight costs; arrl 

the nane, address, arrl Ii'lone number of the party or 
steer in;) CCITilTli. ttee who will represent the PRPs in 
negotiations. 

Except in extraordinary ci:rc::l.miStance ~lained in a written request, no 
extension to this 60 day period will be granta:l by the U.S. EPA. If a 
"gocrl faith" proposal is not received within 60 calerrlar days, the u.s. 
EPA, p.rrsuant to section 122 (e) (4), may proceed to umertake sudl further 
action as is authorized by law, including inplementation of the :re.me:iial 
action utilizin;J ~lie fun:ls available to the Jqerv::y. 

I'o further facilitate your arrl any other PRPs' ability to present a "gocrl 
faith" proposal within the 60 day time limit, the />qerv::y has set up a 
meetin;) to provide information that will assist the PRPs in that effort. 
1'c7.Yard that em, a draft Consent Decree am statement of Work (SCM) will be 
provided to those persons a~ this meetirq. 'Ihe details for the 
meetirg are as follC1NS 

'Iln.Irs:)ay 1 June 28 I 1990 
10:30 a.11l. 

Fort wayne, Inllana 
lk>li.day Inn, Grarrl Ball.roan 

300E. ~m.vd. 
(219) 422-5511 

Additionally, the draft Consent Decree was provided to the state of 
Irrli.ana. 'Ihese revisions will be forwarded to the PRPs as they beoclne 
available. Please note that the draft consent decree arrl scope of work, 
though already partly tailored for the p.n:pose of ~lorin;J settlement 
pJSSibilities with yoo at this particular site, are subject to dlan:Jes 
based on the current, argo in;) review of these documents by the Department 
of Justice. 

An .Admi.nistrati ve Record containi.n:3' documents that fo:rm the basis for the 
l>qe:rcy' s decision on the selection of the remedy is available for p.lblic 
inspection at U.s. EPA - Region V office in Chicago, Illinois or at the 
information repositories located at the Columbia City Hall arrl Peabody 
Library in Columbia City, Irrli.ana. 

If you need further information rega.rdi.n:J this letter, yoo may -:ontact 
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Tinka Hyde of the Remedial arrl Enforcement Response Branch at (312) 886-
9296. If you have an attorney harrll.in:;J yoor legal matters, please direct 
his or her questions to Elizabeth Doyle of the Office of Regional Counsel, 
U.S. EPA, Region V, at (312) 886-7951. 

By a cx:>py of this letter, the u.s. EPA is notifyi.n;J the State of In:iiana 
arrl the Natural Re.sourt::es Trustees, in accoroanoe with Section 122 (j) of 
CERCIA, of its intent to enter into negotiations concernin;; the 
inplementation of remedial action at the Site, arrl is also encourag~ them 
to consider pazticipation in such negotiations. 

If you have not: already done so, the u.s. EPA stron:;Jly encourages you to 
take inunediate steps to organize into a Ccmn.ittee to negotiate an agreement 
with u.s. EPA to urrlertake the reroodi.al actions at the Site. We hope that 
you will give this matter your i.mnediate attention. 

sincerely yours, 
/ _.--- I' /· .•. :::" 

< /~', ·~ ..• , .,· 
~ - --:::; ... ~ ,_ ,_ '-

John Kelley, Acting Chief 
Remedial arrl Enforce.rrent Response Branch 

Enclosures 

cc: Sheila Huff, OOI 
D:>ug Fisher, IDEM 
Tan Mariani 1 OOJ 
Patrick Ralsdon, II:NR 
Environmental Defense Section, OOJ 
Irrliana Attorney General 
[En Sparks I USFW 



A'ITACliMENI' I 

A. u.s .. EPA has evaluated a body of evidence in 
connection with its investigation of the Site, specifically, 
State of In:lia.nc1, SFC-17 Liquid Waste RemJval Rec:x:n:"d - Hauler 
Reports pertai.ni.n;J to the Site. Based on this evidence, u.s. 
EPA has .infonnation irrlicatin;J that you are a potentially 
responsible party with respect to this Site. 

B. 'Ihe o.rrrent PRP Group has con:iucted the followi..rq 
studies anJ;or activities at the Site. 

L 1986 Rem:wal Action - rerrove:i arrl diSfOSErl of 
contaminated soil, ~of contents of 215-55 
gallon d.rurrs am backfill of excavated areas. 

2 . Re:rredial Investigation - to detennine the nature arrl 
extent of cnntamination at the Site. 

3. 1988 Re.rrDval Action - corrlucted by a group of 5 PRPs, 
rerroved and disposed of additional contaminated soil 
and dnnns, disposal of 23 horizontal tank contents, arrl 
feoc~J. 

4.. Feasibility stOOy - to evaluate the feasibility of 
possible alternatives to remediate the Site 
contamination identified durin:] the Remedial 
Investigation. 

5. u.s. EPA released it's Proposed. Plan for the site 
reroodiation on January 22, 1990. 

6. u.s. EPA issue::i it's Record of Decision for the WRR 
site reroodiation on Mard1 30, 1990. 

c. Past OJst:s: As of Octc:ber 17, 1989, $622,066.58 
have been expe.njed by U.S. EPA at this Site. '!be PRPs have been 
billed for oversight costs and to date have paid $56,588.02 
towards their bills. 'Iherefore, past costs incurred by the U.S. 
EPA as of Clctc:tler 17, 1989 are $565,478.56. Followin:.J that date, 
u.s. EPA has incurred, arrl will incur, additional response costs 
regarc:ii.rq the WRR sib:. 



ATTACHMENT II 

The names and addresses of all parties receiving a copy of this 
letter are attached. 

CURRENT WRR PRP GROUP STEERING COMMITTEE 

William N. Hall 
Breed, Abbott & Morgan 
1875 Eye Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(202)466-1118 

Christopher J. Ounsky 
Honigman Miller Schwartz and Cohn 
2290 First National Building 
Detroit, Michigan 48226 
(313) 256-7872 
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LIGOMI!R,IM_fl6767 

56 901)111) 
IOD!R ll L 

P.o. so1 10 
!LKHlRT,l11_116StS 

'i'l 'lQQU_~>_ 

lLBIJII IIIRI'! 
P.o. aor 156 
STif! ROAD 8 !lSf 
IL8IJII,Ill_fl6701 

62 IJOOllb 
IIR. RI'!!C! PRlfHER 

liiCIST IIOUSTRilL :oRPJRlfiON 
P.o. 8JI 98 
Olrfll, ()H_II51tll 

65 90011& 
AIGL[I COIIPAMIP.S, 1~:. 

H02 "· MAil 
roar ••r•E.III_~r.so~ 

68 'JOOllb 
UL) SIHTH 

RURAL RliJfl' 5 
COL(JIIBIA :rrt.IN_qb1l~ 

11 '10Hlt. 
OP:: l'lf'G. 

orvrsrJu Jr untsrlL 
11'i'; ~. 'HK f!J~<l 

: ) f{ I'. 

P L l " 1 II i' II , r 'I_ II '• '• '• I- J ., I I 



75 900116 
ALUrrTOM POU~R PLAIT 

511l !. ~ASRIIGTOI 
storrroi,II_Il6711l 

78 900116 
8R~IUI CASU IG 

SOD I lllLriiiOI! 
8R!RII, 11_116506 

81 900116 
D&RfL L&IIBIIT 

C AID R 8lii!L PLITIIG COIP. 
COLOIIBII Clfi,I1_.672S 

9q 900116 
:I!IIICIL Lllllll tlllLIIIS 

5606 SOUTH loSo IIGIIII •21 
I!StfiLL~,I1_,6l91 

87 900116 
CITY !IGIIIII'S OFFICI 

WITIR POLLif(OI COITIOL 
CUI llLL 
roar 11111.11_,,,01 

90 900116 
D~IILD 5. IOILFIL 

COtWILL/GIIIIIL, IIC. 
r.o. 801 129 
roar Wliii,II_,,,Ol 

9] 900116 
RICRIID D. T!IPLB 

COOP!I Till liD IOBI!R COIIPIII 
rtiDLlf,OR_,58110 

96 900116 
COY!R•ILL R!ITIL SIRfiCB 

1201 8ROOILII lfiiUI 
roRT ~~~-~.11_116109 

Q00116 
CUST~RD (ISURAICP. AOJUST!RS. {NC. 

p. '). 1111 l )111 q 

H. 900116 
80CII. PR:lOUCTS 

1901 11. HIZI'!Lt 
!LIRIIT, IM_Il6Sl1 

19 900116 
CRIRLE5 R. CIIIP8!LL 

PLAIT IIGII!!R, 8RJD!RICI CO, 
500 LIICOLI StR!!T 
DlfiSIOI or RIISCO CORPORITION 
ftUICI!, U_ll 1102 

82 900116 
CIITIR LURB!R COIIPllf 

5625 PUD!LTOI 
IIDIISOI,II_II6011 

85 900116 
Cll!ftSOLf, IIC. 

601l 5, SCOTT 
r.o. 801 11n1 
SODTI IIID.I1_1156l,~lllll 

88 900116 
CBI 111151 CISt. IIC. 

r.o. 101 668 
lliUI,II_Il6992 

91 900116 
COLIILL/G!IIRIL, IIC. 

Jo RICIIIL 0 1 1111, !SQ. 
r.o. 801 U6J 
l&llltr, lllllff C ftCIIGIY 
ro•r 11111,11_,6801 

" 900116 
IICIIIP D. fK!PL! 

COOPII Tift! liD RU88!1 COftPliY 
riiDLIY,OH_Il58QO 

91 900116 
CRill! !O"UIID 

550 IORTR BROADY~f 
BUTLER, U,_ll6721 

101 90:>1 16 

tl:~ PR~Srn~~T, VN~IHPFRING 

111 IJOJL lC. 
ClfRRLP.S v. C!fAffEE, Pnt::5IOPIT 

HLUfrT'lN IUIA8Ek C:l,, I HC. 
P.O. 8:11 255 
OLUrrTJN,[H_ll611~ 

11 lOJtlb 
LINDA J, 5~~"HHUCH 

80RG·IURMP.R ClRPORUI IN 
200 $JUTif "ICRI~AN AVY.NUP 
CRIClCJ,IL_6l)blJII 

9() <JOCJllb 
HUN;! C:lRP. )f IHOIA~A 

HIGHIIIAf 25 
P. 0, BJI 183 
LOGA-SPORT,111_~~~~~1-0!a8 

~l lOilll& 
C!"fR! PR:lP!RTif5, LrD. 

19 s. LASlLL! 
CIICAGJ,IL_6060J 

'6 90)116 
TllllTHI J. BL:>JII 

ClTI Of COLUftB(l :Iff, 
CUIJIC!f STR!!r 
COLUIIB[l CITY,I1_11612~ 

B9 900116 
COlCHHAI IIDUSTRifS 

601 1. BIUDSL!f 
I!LIHART,I1_,6515 

'J2 90011!) 

crrr HHL 

CORCORO[l Tlf!JLO;[CA~ Sf"INARf 
6601) M. CLIIITJN 
roar varNr,rM_11682S 

JS 9CJHlf> 
RAt~ONO C. "AHI~~ 

OIVIiiJN COUH;r.L 
CORMIM~ ;LA55 ~JKKS 

LEGAL Of.PlRf"~NT 
CORNfH:i,Nf_lll~ll 

CTS :JIIPJiH rt )~ 



102 900116 
DAICO COIPOilfiOI 

1200 W. RICIIGll lfiiUI 
THREE Rlf!IS,ftl_.909l 

lOS 900116 
DEilL8 IIOLDID PLASTICS 

u.s. lltGIVll 6 liST 
8UTL!I,U_1167U 

108 900116 
OUSUI ftlCIUI 

1911 !. Yltl! Stlllt 
roar v&tl!.ti_,,IGl 

111 900116 
OJUCLlSS COISTIOCtiOI CO., IIC. 

11111 1110 1010 
FOIT Ylll!,l1_,6115 

11' 900116 
I!•IIC•1'0 

p.o. na u6 
RIS1lllll,ll_.65'' 

111 900116 
!DGIItOI llflL PIODOC1'5 0 IIC. 

us !. 811111! 
!0GIIfli,01_,1511 

no 900116 
NILES C. G!IB!IIIC 

811R!TT, 8lii!Tt E IICilGIY 
p.:). 1101 2:Z61 
!L!CTRlC ROTORS & SP!CilLTIIS IIC 
FORT VltN!,II_.6801 

121 900116 
ELIIHURST BUS GlRlG! 

PORT WAYNE SCHOOL DISTRICT 
6006 ARD"OR! lf!MU~ 
PORT WAYNE,IM_,6809 

llb 

P.O. 1131 1 )66 
OlLTOI P~ONBRI~S. I~C. 

W&RSU, U_i16580 

101 901116 
Llltr L, TUCI!R 

OlYTOI-WlLTH!R CORPORATION 
600 !1ST HIGHLAND Af!MD! 
ltUICI! IHfUIOM 
lt01Cit,U_U10l 

106 900116 
STifll L. llfOSI, ISO• 

COIPOilT! C~UIS!L D! PU! 
P.o. acn 1188 
IIISU, 11 ...... 6'580 

ltl' 900116 
DOTCO COPP!I AIR fOOLS 

•010 STltl IOUTI 18 
llCISfiLLI,ON_,l526 

112 900116 
Dltll IISTIGRIIT 

55 IIID 
lllliGSl,tl •• 6160 

115 900116 
IOIIIT !o DIIDIR 

lSSDCilfl COUISIL, !•SISTiftS IIC. 
•. o. IDI uone 
DlLLIS, TI_J5266 

118 900116 
IDOl "lCRIII DtYIStOR 

SIIIPSOR IIDUSTRIIS, IRC. 
11. IIOUil 
IDOI,OII_U5U 

121 900\16 
llllliT PRODUCTS :oRP. 

100 RlUBOII ROAD 
G IIIU, II_ '671l0 

1211 900116 
P:PCO PRODIICT5 

p.o. lli>f J87 
•~Y ~·r~•.r•_ij6J711 

1 .'! 'lO'\llh 

905 '~RTH IIESr ~~~~L~VARO 
ELl! HUT, H_U65111 

101 900116 
CLP:n!~r A. R~werrr 

LEGAL ::::>IJIISEL 
P.o. 8JX 1000 
DANA CORPJRH!Jif 
TOL!DI),OH_ .. )697 

llfl !JOOllb 
D!llL8 CKNTRkL S:KJOL DISTRICT 

Po:>. 8ll SOl 
IIJBURM, [11_116 10'> 

UH <JOOLlh 
1111. a. DIDIER ~ SONS 

611 III:>It STRI'!!f 
P.o. 8:\1 lOlllfl 
FORT WAfi!,I11_~68SJ-D1118 

llO 900116 
NR. NOR8!RT p, STRJ"EL 

NlJOrlCTIJI(IG I'!MGlNIIRIM:; NAMAGF.R 
1'1 RllLIJAD STRE!T 
D~QGLlS CJNPOR!MTS :oRPJRATI:J" 
8RORSOR,NI_,9l28 

llJ 90()ll6 
D!llNIC POY!R CORPlRlTIJM 

RIJRIL R~UT! 2 
P.o. a:n t•s 
OSSIU,IR_ll611l 

ll6 901Jllb 
UTitRr!C L. G:>eTZ, UfORNEf 

!lGL!•P(:RP:R IMDUSTR£~5, tM:, 
P.O. 8:11 719 
CIIICINNATTI,O~_II5201 

ll9 IJOOllb 
ELCl IMOUSTRifS, IN:. 

P. 0. 811 61)1) 
LOGA.SP:JRT,£M_qh~~1 

122 90/)llb 
:Jrf H" ":LKifART 

CJTf .. IINICIPAL •IIJII.Pr~; 

229 5. 2~D. 
fl.KtHRT, r~_•l&'>l f> 

l 't) I 1 ., 



'l;'ll'){t ,~. '•1<... '?JI. 'S'V!.'",'!. 'l."t'I.'L 
1111 s. LlP'lUTT! 
P.o. 801 S'Jl 
SOUTK 8!MO,IM_,q62q 

129 900116 
PL!I ~f!!L IIDDSfiiiS• IICo 

P.J. BJI 129 
I!Y PAI(S,II_q655l 

ll2 900116 
RJT s. IOWllOISII 

'.:IUJI..U..t.ll ll.f.«.~ll.l.C:_ COli fll I.._ IIC • 
llOO EAST SPIIIG Sfi!IT 
BLUFFTOI,I1_116714 

115 900116 
G.C.~. IITIIPIISIS 

22011 LIIIITI DRill 
111511lYlll,I1_46S41l 

1)8 900116 
TNOBlS B. liiiSfiOIG 

CJUIS!L•IIIIIOIIIIIflL ISSDIS 
G!IIRlL ILICTIIC COIIPlll 
FliRFIILD,ct_0611Jl 

11H 900116 
DUID C. LEE 

Sflf! G!l!llL COOISIL S SIC. 
P.O. BOI 1107 
~!I!RlL T!LIPBOII COIIPlll 
v~srriiLD,I1_1167011 

11111 900116 
JOHI ioss 

IICI PRISIDIIT • loPolo 
111 !lST BRO&D SfR!If 
GRIPCO flSTII!IS DIIISIOI or liT! 
SOOTH VBIT!LI,II_Il6787 

1117 900116 
B!IDRICISOI TliO!H COIPo 

BOL!R III!STHF.ITS, IIC. 
P.o. so1 927 
K!IDlLLIILLI,l1_116755 

l'iO 9()0116 
HOOK INO, SALIS 

2711 HROOlLII lfEIUf 
F~RT VAT"!,TN_Il680Q 

f.J.Jl.I!.F.JI. fl... H.QR.I.'i 1. II f 
CORPORATE COUN~EL 

21155 C!lOLIO::E 
!I•CI!:LL-0 CORP. 
TIOY,Hl_ll&O&Il 

110 900116 
PORT ~ltl! liR S!RIIC! 

(Ut JOtll DILLI!f 
11021 lll ST. RIIRFIILD 
FORt IITI!,fl_116&09 

1)) 900116 
rnuou ,.,c. 

DIIISIOI Of StNPSOI liDo 11:. 
S • fl LLOTSO" 
FIIIOIF.t1_.67J7 

l u 900116 
;&SOLIII IQOIPIIIIT Slle co •• tiCo 

P.o. 101 lOitllt 
roar I&III.II_,,,sa 

1)9 900111 
Oo II• ltOIIRitll 

llll&;ll•llf(IOIIIIITIL PIO~RlHS 
P.o. 8()1 2210 
;lllllL !LICfiiC COIPllf 
roar v&t1K.I1_11680l 

1112 900116 
Glllf& SCIIII lllCNtll PIODOCTS IIC 

u.s. ll •• 
P.o. 1101 2111 
110011 I 
Glllll,ll_ll671l0 

us 900116 
BlG!IHll COISTRUCfiOI CORP. 

SOl Y. llSIIIIGTOI 800Lf.llRD 
roar l&tl!,tl_ll6802 

tU 900116 
KILLSD&L! TOOL & HFG. CO. 

l)'; 1!!. S:>UU 
IIILLSDlL!,HI_Il92112 

tSl 90:1116 
IIOOfF.fl DRUNAGf. 

GRIIIII ROAD 
RUftTIN~TOH,IM_~&l~O 

~SS~I INT~RH~f[ON~L. IN:, 
UNIT~D fECHMOLl~f :JkPO~'flON 
UNIT~D T!CHHOLJ~f ~UILDIN'i 

HARTP'JRD,CT_O~lOl 

ll!J 900111> 
P'LJI. TLlll, IN:. 

l&UI :rR:L! 
SOUTH A!IIO,IN_q662B 

lll 90Ht~> 

rORT UINE IIUER 
POLLUfl()N CONTROL PL-NT 
2601 D•!NGI!!R AW!NU! 
roar IIIFNI!!,IN_46801 

1111 90J116 
G•G S!AHCI'! :3. 

GL!IIIIOJI saUlRI!! SUJPPIN~ C~NffR 
roar IIlii I, u_ 

111 901>116 
Glf!S :H!IR:>LI'!f :JRP. 

1101 5. LHU!TT! 
SOOTH BI'!ID,(Y_q6601 

lU 900116 
G!II!!RIL PI!!TRJL!UN, 

1919 "OBIL! 
roar Vlfii!!,IN_q6nJ~ 

l!IJ 900116 
GEI)fl, INC. 

70111 1!!. COURT 
DlfiSON,111_119~2J 

1116 90Jl16 
TOll HARGI!:Tf 

rRU!IUOf :oRP. 

t N C • 

LIQUID AND BULK TAUk DIVISION 
P.O. ltll 660 
roar warNE,IN_~btlOl 

<JO)JL;,~ 

HOL~~S ~NO :l~P~NY 

807 !A5f ~LL5~1HTH 
P.O. RH 110 
CJLU,~[~ :rrf,IN_~b1 ~ 



151 900116 
ITT A!aOSPlC!/OPTIClL DI,ISIOI 

OlfiSIOI or ITT COIPo 
Po Oo 801 1700 
roar wari!,I1_116801-l70l 

156 900116 
IMOIAMA DIE "OLDliC 

DlfiSIOI or ftlRIBT IIOUSTIIIS IIC 
9100 FROIT STI!IT 
roar Vtfl!,li_II6818-2Z09 

159 900116 
JlN!SOI COIP. OP IIDilll 

209 Wo OliO STIBIT 
PoJo BJI 2117 
I!IDALLfiLLI,11_467S5-Z01S 

162 900116 
JOSll ftliOFlCTUIIIC COIPllf 

1508 !lST SICOID STIIIT 
IICIIGll,l1_116l60 

165 900116 
~RilC!I BIOTIIIS IICifiTIIC 

RURaL IIOUTII 1 
CIJRV!LL,I1_116ll2 

168 900116 
1111 GLISS lliUPICTUIIIG COIPo 

5211 liST CIIT!I 
OUIUII,II_II11J6 

111 900116 
(Ill, ~!I! LOPSIIRI 

1101 v. rauru 
FORT VAYI!,I1_116807 

lliJ 900116 
LIICOLI lliDFlCTURIIG COIPllf IIC 

P.o. BOI 1229 
roar wtrlt,IR_II6801 

171 900116 
Ltllf.LL, INC. • 
~LASTO"ER PROOUCTS GROUP 
P.O. 1101 ;''l 
r;..._, hn,.. f..-1 ~ ... ~ t 

1511 'J00116 
I"CO, INC. 

r.o. 8'>1 """ 
"OITIIGTDR,IR_1167SO 

157 9001l6 
IRDDSrRIAL FUlL OILS, INC. 

1102 S. r&laFIILD lf!NOE 
roar vari!,I1_116BOII 

160 900116 
J[" l!LLf BOICI, IICo 

1819 S. ClUOOI 
FOIT IIAII!,I1_116801t 

16) 900116 
J~! llRUFlCTDRIIC CO~PANf 

lOl Glllf STI!Bf 
PITTSIQRGR,Pa_15219 

166 900116 
IOOIU !ODIPR!If 

69116 UUC ROlD 
PLYIOUTI,I1_,6S61 

169 900116 
LliDII COIPo 

IIIII I. Rliiiii!Y 
11 s. NIIIDill ST. SUIT! 1111 
811115 liD TIORIBUIG 
IIDIIIlPOLI5,11_,62DII 

112 900116 
Ll"l :trr Nrc. co., IN:. 

tUO IUA lUlU! 
P.o. ao1 509 
RDITIIGTOI,tl_lt61SO-l6'0 

175 900116 
LOBD!LL•!"!Rf "rc. CO. 

tORSO 17TH STREET 
ARGOS,CI_tt650t-'J701 

118 'l00116 
ZAIIII, IN:. 

100 PRIGRPSS VAT w. 
Afli.L~, IH __ IIIi1lr) 

152 90Hlb 
THJ~li L. ALDRICH 

kSSI5TANT ~~~~~~L :lUNS~L 
210~ SANDERS RJAO 
HOUS!HlLD IANUfA:ruRrN~. I~r. 
PROSPI:T HP.I~HTS,IL_h0070 

15., 90Jllb 
INDIAMA AIR NATIJNAL GUARD 

aar;R rrno 
rORT VAfN!,[N_~bdO~ 

158 900116 
INTI'!AMATtOIAL HtRV!~T!H :J~P\~T 

2701 COL(S!U~ AlULEf~RD 
P.O. All 596 
FORT ~AfN!,IN_qf>6~1 

161 ')0Jll6 
JOHIISJN PRJDriCTS 

210' iTr!LING AVFNUe 
!LKHIRT,IM_116Sl6 

16ft 'JOOl U> 
K· IIRT DISTRIBUriJ~ :ENrER 

P.O. 1\JI )59 
roRT ~AfNE,IN_IIb8Jl 

U.1 900llb 
IIT:I!I QOIP, 111:. 

lltLLUII L. S~EET, JR, 
p.o. aor 2261 
BARRETT, 8ARaErr ~ II~NAG~f 

FORT 11Afii!,IN_q6601 

UIJ 90~116 
RUFUS ft. :RUG, DIRCrOR 

"'C"ILLAN ALJF.DAL, IN:. 
P.O. Bll 166 
PIN! HILL,AL_lb1b9 

111 90Hl6 
LIIII'!SfON P: PRJOUCT~, INC. 

P.O. Bll 61!1 
PORTLAND,IN_q1J7l 

176 'lt11llb 
LO:( .JlftiT r•Jit ::1111'A~Y. fN~. 

lqO~ RTf~R5[0~ Dd!V~ 

''· (). ,l ll 11'} 
.<,',.nt+h a~ lt -1 



L--' ':f"', •' '-1 I 
-t'-llll ·~··· 

G!RIU:R STR!!f 
LIGON[!R,l1_116767-0ij91 

180 900116 
THOrtAS Pl. I&FI!R, !SO• 

NIGNAJOI COISOSN!I !L!CfiiC CO. 
P.o. sor nato 
IORfH IN!IICAI PHILIPS CORPAIT 
IWOif[LL!,TI_J79111 

181 900116 
PIIRTII OIL 

11501 127TR ALSIP 
BLU! ISLIID,IL_60•06 

186 900116 
ICCORD l!lf TRIISF!R CORP. 

500 v. BAIIISOI Sflllf 
PLTNOOfi,I1_,656J-l12' 

189 900116 
N!115 SIRfiCI, IIC. 

(RI) Cf CORP. 
1 1. CAPITAL lfiiOI 
IRDIAI1POLIS,t1_,62'0 

192 900116 
115111111 CITT SCIOOLS 

U02 s. IIlii 
1[5111111,11_,,5,, 

l9S 900116 
ftf!IS SIPTIC SIRfiCI 

ROIJT! ) 
LI~OIIII,JI_116767 

198 900116 
UTIOI.lL a'ut TRI&TIRG CORP. 

1621 s. 10110! 
FORT Ylfi!,II_iii6BOJ 

201 900116 
NIPSC3 

5265 HlHPilN lf!NU! 
HAPirtOMD, I li_ll6l20 

2011 '100116 
ON!AR[O P"ORGF. CORP:IR.\TION 

181 900116 
D.t. I:ARLTOI 

ftAGI1f11 Cl'• & IMDUSfRIAL 
lll) PROOO:tlOI ROAD 
!L!CTROIICS COrtPAif 
roar VlYMI,IR_Il6808 

1811 900116 
Sf!PRP.I To B~rtiS 

lSSISfllr CORPORlf! COUIS~L 
21001 fll BOll ROAD 
RlSOD liDUSTRI!S, IIC. 
flfLOR.III_Ul80 

117 900116 
NCDOI!LL !ITIRPRISIS, IIC. 

JAilS w, IOODSRILL, ISQ. 
121 lo FRliiLII SfR!IT, STI 1100 
lliiiCl, lllfiR, & 8011 
!LIIlRt.t1_,6516 

190 900116 
IIIII IUCiw IIC. 

6519 IIAPLIDOIIS Dll'l 
ro1t llfii,II_,,,ts 

l9J 900116 
IIOISllfO 

910 QIRIIR SfRIIT 
LIGOIIIR,tl_,6767 

196 900116 
IllS 1'000 

IOIIL IOIJU 5 
POITL&ID,II_q7)71 

199 900116 
NORFOLI ' W!ST~RI RAILYYAY COo 

11111 IILSOI lOaD 
FORT Ylf11,[1_116110l 

202 900116 
IORfH~RN INDIANA PUBLTC SRfS. :o 

5265 HnLHHAM AVENUP. 
HlrtftOIO,III_Q6J20 

oJOHlt> 
7.0LLN~R :JRPJRATIJ~ 

HILES :. GF.RBP.RDIN~ 

p.o. 8ll 2261 
8~RRI'!T'I', 8ARR~TT ~ ~.:NAGNJ 

rORT WAfNI'!,IN_~6~0l 

LH 901116 
PIAPL!W30D SHELL SERVI:F. 

61]2 STELLHORN RlAD 
roar w~tNI,IN_Q6815 

us 900ll6 
rtAT!IIALS HANDLIN~ f.JUIP"'I'!Nf :nRP 

1QJ) IJS R(GHIAf JO f'!, 
FORT W&fii,IN_q6601 

Bll 900116. 
II.&. &IL!S 

fiC! PR!SID!NT-~R~ASURI'!R 

909 N. LIFAf!Tft SfRI'!!T 
RCGILL R&NUFACTUR[I~ :3. INC, 
flLPllliSO,IN_,6l!IJ 

l!H 900116 
R!TlLLDRGICAL PRlC!53IN~, I~:. 

1715 !o WlSHIIGfOR HOUL!fARO 
P.o. R:>r toa•2 
FORT Wlfi!,(M_Q68SQ·O~Q2 

UQ 90Hlf> 
HOORI 8USINESS fORHS 

III'!Sf ltfLL 
&NGOLA.I1_11670J 

L97 900116 
Rorto RI,!TRA. "'ANA;FR 

!I,(IJM.I'!NTAL I'!NGINt:!RIN; 
8101 11~5T HI~GINS Hl~D 
NATIJHAL CAN :ORP. 
CHICICJ,IN_fi06ll 

9\l'll!l) 
NORfH A"'t:HI:AN VA~ :.[lll:i, ffl.:. 

'iOOl U. '>. IIIG~II.,Y l) ~. 

rnRT WAYNt,IN_Qb~lH 

!)] '1.) Hit• 



Ont-o'\t-fo F'->~< C.t'rf\"~ ... 
1200 W!ST JlCKSOI SfR!!T 
P.o. Bill 27Sl 
I'IUICII!:, 111_117103 

207 900116 
PHD CO. 

q}6) "· u.s. 211 !. 
MUifii~TOI,[1_116l50-9617 

210 CJ00116 
POORN11 1 5 K!ITIIG liD Ill 

CONOiflOIAIIG S!lfiCI, IIC. 
11111 NUTU 
FOITf 'lfl!,l1_116802 

211 900116 
R.J. RIHI, SUPIIfiSOI 

!II[IOIRIITIL lFFIIIS 
'· o. ao1 u•e 
PllftliDLE EISTIII PIPILII! co. 
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WAYNE REClAMATION AND RECYCLING PROPOSED PLAN 
COLUMBIA CITY, INDIANA 

INTRODUCTION 

This Proposed Plan identifies the preferred option for cleaning 
up the contamination at the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling (WRR) 
site. In addition, the Plan includes summaries of other 
alternatives analyzed for this site. This document is issued by 
the I'J .. s. Envj,_ronmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) , the 1 ead 
agency for the site activities, and the Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management (IDEM), the support agency for this 
response action. t:·.s. EPA, in consultation with the IDEM, will 
select a final remE~dy for the site only after the public comment 
period has ended and the information submitted during this time 
has been reviewed and considered. 

u.s. ~PA is 1ssu ng this Proposed Plan as part of its public 
participation respcnsibilities under Section 117(a) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability 
A·,:;t ( CERCLA) , Th.is document summaries information that can be 
faun1l in gre~ter detdil in the Remedial Investigation (RI) and 
FeasLbility :;tudy (FS) reports and other documents contained in 
the administrative record file for this site. U.S. EPA and the 
State encoura4e the public to review these other documents in 
ceder to gai~ a mclre comprehensive understanding of the site and 
SJperfund act iv1t.E"S that have been conducted there. The 
aiministrativ•~ n•ccrd fi1e, which contains the information upon 
ionich the sel-~ctJor. t)f the response action will be based, is 
a1ai acle at ·:h~~ fcll.owing locations: 

Peabody Libra cy 
203 N. Main ~~reet 
CJlumbia City ~rtdJ ana 46725 

Columbia City Hall 
211 S. Chauncey Street 
Columbia City, Indiana 46725. 

U.S. EFA, in •::onHdtd.tion with the IDEM, may modify the preferred 
alternat1ve Gr select another response action presented in the 
Plan and the RI/FS Reports based on new information or public 
=·Jmm~nts. Therefore, the public is encouraged to review and 
::;)rnrn•·nt on al the 'llternatives identified here. 

S[TE bACK:::ROLND 

~RR ts an approximately 30 acre site, located on the southeast 
'?ir3e :t the Columbia City limits (Figure 1). It is bounded on 
the ~·YJth and east by the Blue River and on the west and 
'1c) rthwest by a cemetery and residential area. The site includes 
3.pproximately 20 acres currently owned by WRR, 6 acres in the 
'1->rth wh i:::h ~'HR sold. to Holmes & Company in 1982, and 4 acres on 
tiH~ we:c:: t JWn(?d by Columbia City. 
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In 1975, WRR purchased approximately 25 acres of land on t;he 
southeast edge of Columbia City, including a 13.6 acre portion 
that Columbia City owned since 1953. WRR and its division, Wayne 
Waste Oil, began operating an oil reclamation business at the 
site in 1975. In 1980, the Indiana State Board of Health (ISBH) 
began investigating the WRR site as a result of reports from a 
former WRR employee that hazardous wastes were being illegally 
disposed of at the site. ISBH determined that between February 
1979 and May 1980, WRR filed hauler reports stating that it had 
disposed of 250,000 gallons of sludge at the Williams County 
landfill in Bryan, Ohio. However, the landfill had not received 
any wast.e shipments from WRR during that time. 

In 1982, WRR and one of its principals, Wayne Brockman, pleaded 
guilty to illegal "depositing of contaminants" and filing false 
hauler reports. They were required to pay a fine, to fund a risk 
assessment of the site, and to pay for cleanup. WRR did not 
perform the cleanup required under its guilty plea. 

The site (Figure 2. can be divided into three major areas: the 
southeast portion designated as the lower floodplain; the 
northeast portion designated as an old city landfill area; and 
the central and west portion, known as the uplands. The lower 
floodplain includes the areas which have been identified as the 
"freshwater pond", "oil decanting pit", "tar pit", "sludge 
ravine", "discolored area", "buried barrel area" and "acid pit". 
The old City landfJll which Columbia City operated from 1553 to 
1~10, l.s. ~-'='· t:.b.P-.. ,:,.•:tt~t-_1:1.<'!.~-s.t-_ %-r.;:t-_ Q.{ +--~.R.. '1:."...~-e. ~\.~~ ~w.c_\.·.:..~~ ~"~ 
tnis area is the ''Jn~ sludge area". The upland area inclLdes the 
now inactive WRR (;fflce buildings and numerous tanks. 

In Dt:!cember, 198;,:, the WRR site was listed on the National 
Priorities List (NlLI. On July 10, 1986, approximately lCO 
Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs) entered into an 
Ad~inistrative Order by Consent with U.S. EPA to conduct a 
r~rroval action at the site. Because the removal was not 
satisfact~rily completed, a Unilateral Administrative Orl0r was 
i ssL.ed to a sma 11 e1 qroup of PRPs on February 17, 1988, requiring 
trh?ITI t::1 r:.:mpletE" a n~rnoval action. 

J"l Auq;;st 14, 198.,, 11 S. EPA entered into an Administrative Order 
by Consent with O\IE::r 100 PRPs to conduct the RI/FS. The u.s. EPA 
3nd JDEM Jversaw all facets of the investigations. The RI was 
::onducted to deterrrine the nature and extent of contamination and 
the VS ev1ludted the alternatives to prevent migration of the 
:; )lt.un ina 1ts. RE! su l t s of the RI, which was finalized in June, 
lle39 ~n~ as t'oi1cws 

::~ :3urf.Jce so.Jlf, in the area of the shooting range (SB-18) are 
(>)nt 1rnir:dted '#t i. th polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons ( PAHs) . 
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o The highest levels of volatile organic soil contamination 
were detected in the southwest area of -the site along the 
Blue River (SB-7/MW9 and SB-40fMW14S)1 in the northern 
portion of the site west of the old City Landfill; and the 
southeast corner of the site. The major contaminants are 
chlorinated ethenes and to a lesser extent, chlorinated 
ethanes, toluene and alkanes. 

o The majority of groundwater contamination is caused by 
chlorinated ethanes and occurs in the same general location 
as the volatile organic soil contamination. 

o Magnesium, cadmium, copper, zinc, and lead were detected at 
levels above the ranges considered to be common in "natural 
soils.N In general, the elevated levels of these compounds 
coincided with the areas described above for the volatile 
organic compounds. However, one apparently isolated area of 
considerably high concentrations of these elements 
(particularly lead) was detected approximately midway 
between the "freshwater pond" and the northern boundary of 
the site (SB-17/SB-17A). In addition, investigations in 
1987, by the Technical Assistance Team (TAT) and the 
Environmental Response Team (ERT) found elevated levels of 
lead in the contents of four vertical and three horizontal 
tanks, located just west of the WRR office, and in the 
surrounding soils. 

o Concentrations of inorganic parameters in surface water and 
sediments from the Blue River adjacent to the site were not 
significantly above those upstream from the site boundary, 
with the possible exception of copper and zinc-in sediments. 
A slight increase in cyanide concentrations was observed 
adjacent to the site as compared to upstream concentrations. 
Concentrations of inorganic parameters (particularly 
cyanide) in on-site surface waters were elevated in the 
wetland north of the site, "sludge ravine", and "oil 
decanting pit." Volatile organic compounds in on-site 
sediments were elevated in the three surface water locations 
previously mentioned, as well as in the "freshwater pond." 

o Although this was not discussed in the RI, the old City 
Landfill lacks appropriate cover to ensure compliance with 
RCRA Subtitle D regulations. 

The PRPs, under the direction of the U.S. EPA have already 
initiated two removal response actions at this site. Removal 
activities under the 1986 Administrative Order by Consent 
included excavation and disposal of contaminated soil in the "oil 
decanting pit", "tar pit" and "sludge ravine"; removal and 
disposal of the contents of 215 55-gallon drum~ and soil from the 
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"buried barrel area" and backfill. Backfilling remains to be 
done in the "oil decanting pit", "tar pit• and "sludge ravine". 
Removal activities under the 1988 Unilateral Administrative Order 
included excavation and disposal of contaminated soil from the 
"discolored area", "acid pit", wink sludge area" and "sludge 
ravine"; removal and disposal of an additional 125 drums; 
removal and disposal of the contents of 23 horizontal tanks; 
fencing of the "oil decanting pit", "sludge ravine", and 
"discolored area"; and backfilling the "acid pit" and "ink sludge 
area" with off-site borrow. 

This Proposed Plan addresses contaminated soil and groundwater in 
the lower floodplain and upland areas of the site; RCRA Subtitle 
0 closure requirements for the old Columbia City landfill; and 
empty/clean/removal of the remaining tanks and debris which pose 
a threat to human health and the environment. These areas were 
determined to be a principal threat at the site because of the 
potential threat of direct contact with the soils and the soil's 
impact on the groundwater. The contaminated groundwater is a 
principal threat at the site because of the potential for direct 
ingestion of contaminants through municipal and private drinking 
water wells. This is the third and final response action for 
this site. 

Summary of Site Risks 

During the RI, an analysis was conducted to estimate the health 
or environmental problems that could result if the contamination 
at the WRR site was not cleaned up. This analysis is commonly 
referred to as a baseline Endangerment Assessment (Chapter 6 of 
the RI Report) . In conducting this assessment, the focus was on 
the health effects that could result from direct exposure to the 
contaminants as a result of the soil coming into contact with the 
skin, or from direct ingestion of the soil. The Endangerment 
Assessment also focused on the health effects that could result 
from ingestion, inhalation, or direct contact with the skin of 
contaminated groundwater from a municipal or drinking water well. 

Groundwater 

The major contaminants of concern in the groundwater were 
Trichloroethylene (TCE) and vinyl chloride. TCE and vinyl 
chloride are volatile organic compounds that are known to cause 
cancer in laboratory animals and are therefore classified as 
carcinogens. TCE is a highly mobile contaminants that typically 
migrates through the soil into the groundwater. 

The average concentrations of TCE and vinyl chloride found in the 
groundwater beneath the WRR site resulted in an excess lifetime 
cancer risk of 2 x 10-4 • This means that if no cleanup action is 
taken by u.s. EPA, two additional people per ten thousand have a 
chance of contracting cancer as a result of the exposure to 
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· groundwater contaminated with TCE and vinyl chloride. 

The major contaminants of concern in the soils were polynuclear 
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and Polychlorinated biphenyls 
(PCBs). PAHs and PCBs are also classified as carcinogens. PAHs 
tend to be relatively immobile contaminants that will typically 
remain in the soil for long periods of time. 

Sampling of the on-site soil found that average concentrations of 
PAHs resulted in an excess lifetime cancer risk of 3 x lo-2. 
This means that if no cleanup action is taken by u.s. EPA, three 
additional people per one hundred have a chance of contracting 
cancer as a result of the exposure to the PAR-contaminated soil. 

These estimates were developed by taking into account various 
conservative assumptions about the likelihood of a person being 
~'t..~~ ...... ~ ...... ?te -o~~ 1.L "bTl& '9'l:'tluT&wc..~'&"' c..Tttt "t.'lll:! "t.mt-l.c-l.ty ol: 't:'ne 
contaminants. 

Actual or threatened releases of hazardous substances from this 
site, if not addressed by the preferred alternative or one of the 
other active measures considered, may present an imminent and 
substantial endangerment to public health, welfare, or the 
environment. 

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES 

Based on the findings in the RI report, the following remedial 
action objectives were established .for the WRR site to ensure 
protection of human health and the environment: 

Groundwater 

o Minimize potential future risk to public health from 
consumption of contaminated groundwater. 

o Control migration of contaminated groundwater to the Blue 
River water and sediment. 

o Reduce migration of subscirface soil contaminants to the 
groundwater 

Contaminated Soil 

o Minimize risk to public health and environment from the 
direct contact with PCB and PAH contaminated surface soil. 

o Reduce potential for erosion and transport of contaminated 
surface and subsurface soil to the Blue River. 
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Municipal Landfill 

o Ensure adequate cover is present to prevent erosion and 
exposure of waste resulting in direct contact or washout to 
the river. 

surface and Subsurface Tanks and Contents 

o Eliminate potential migration of tank contents to surface 
and subsurface soil and groundwater. 

Common Elements 

There are seven remedial action alternatives which have been 
developed to address the contamination at the WRR site. Except 
for the "No Action" alternative, all of the alternatives now 
being considered for the site would include a number of common 
components. Alternatives 2 through 7 include removal andjor 
treatment of the tank contents and capping of the municipal 
landfill in accordance with RCRA Subtitle D sanitary landfill 
closure requirements. Soil and groundwater in the vicinity of 
the tanks may require additional investigation to delineate the 
extent of contamination due to spills or leaks associated with 
the tanks. It is assumed that additional soil or groundwater 
contamination could be addressed in a similar manner used in 
other areas of the site. 

A large amount of debris is scattered throughout the site. These 
materials should be evaluated and those determined to be solid 
waste can be consolidated and placed under the municipal landfill 
cap. Those materials determined to be contaminated with 
hazardous waste would need to be cleaned or disposed in 
accordance with RCRA. 

Each alternative also includes groundwater extraction and 
treatment to health-based levels and MCLs. Long-term groundwater 
monitoring in compliance with requirements of RCRA Subpart F, 40 
CFR Section 264.100 will be conducted to gauge the effectiveness 
of the selected remedy. In addition, erosion control provisions 
and deed restrictions are required. It should also be noted that 
the wastes at the WRR site.were found to be sufficiently similar 
to RCRA-listed waste or RCRA-characteristic wastes to make RCRA 
relevant and appropriate. 

Lead-contaminated soil was found in the vicinity of SB-17 and SB-
17A. Although this contamination appears to be localized, the 
extent of remediation of this area will be determined based on 
additional sampling during the remedial design. Remediation of 
the lead-contaminated soil will be achieved by either soil 
washing or immobilization technologies. 
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A more detailed discussion of the remedial action alternatives is 
presented below. Costs, includinq annual operation and 
maintenanc·e (O,M), for each alternative are also provided. All 
costs and implementation times are estimated. 

Alternative 1; NO ACTION 

Capital Cost: $0 
Annual O&M Cost: $0 
Present Worth: $0 
Time to Implement: None 

The Superfund program requires that the "no action" alternative 
be evaluated at every site to establish a baseline for 
comparison. Under this alternative, u.s. EPA would taken no 
further action at the site to prevent exposure to the soil and 
groundwater contamination. 

Alternative 2: GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ 
COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ CAPPING VOC-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ 
EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING 
MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND 
UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M.Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$3,329,630 
$ 228,500 
$5,483,700 
30 years 

Given the presence of the municipal well field immediately north 
of the site, vertical hydraulic gradients are down~ard from the 
upper to lower aquifers when the municipal well is beinq used. 
Therefore, the groundwater extraction system would be designed to 
lower the water table approximately 3.5 feet so that groundwater 
gradients are upward even when the municipal wells are pumping. 
The extraction wells in the southeast area of the sit~ would be 
located within a slurry wall in order to allow for lower 
extraction rates and to facilitate lowering of the groundwater 
table. Additional groundwater extraction wells would also be 
placed through the site in order to intercept all contaminated 
groundwater. Treated groundwater would be discharged to the Blue 
River. Discharge limits would be established in accordance with 
IDEM's NPDES program. 

The PAR-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal contact. vee-contaminated soil will be 
capped in accordance with RCRA Subtitle C closure requirements to 
·preven~ ~ne inciaence oi aerma~ contact ana reauce contaminant 
migration to the groundwater via infiltration. 

In addition, those elements presented in the section entitled 
"Common Elements" are included in this alternative. 
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Alternative 3; GROUHDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STIUPPING/ SOIL 
FLUSHING WITH TREATED GROUNDWATER/ COVBIUNG PAB-coHTAXINATED 
SOILS/ EROSION COII'l'ROLS/ DEED RESTIUCTIOIIS/ JIOIIITORIHG/ CAPPING 
MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CON'l'EHTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND 
UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$3,248,230 
$ 236,700 
$5,110,848 
15 years 

The groundwater extraction and treatment system would be 
identical to the system described for Alternative 2. However, to 
reduce the time that the system will need to operate, the treated 
effluent will be flushed through the areas of the site with vee­
contaminated soils. A treatability study will be required to 
determine the process effectiveness and necessity for adding 
surfactants to the flushing fluid for aid in contaminant removal. 
Contaminants are recovered by the groundwater extraction system 
and treated. The soil flushing has the effect of accelerating 
the natural process of soil flushing that would occur through 
rainfall infiltration. It is estimated that the flushing system 
would operate for a period of 15 years. 

The PAM-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements 
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included 
in this alternative. 

Alternative 4: GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL 
VAPOR EXTRACTION/ COVERING PAR-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION 
CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL 
LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$3,306,875 
$ 291,000 
$5,582,499 
15 years 

To reduce the time required to operate the groundwater extraction 
and treatment system presented in Alternative 2, a soil vapor 
extraction (SVE) system would be used to remove the VOC 
contamination from the soil. The vapor extraction wells would be 
placed in the areas of the site with vee-contaminated soils. The 
area surrounding the vapor extraction wells would be covered with 
~~~Q..'hi...lJl~+-... "C..l..'.f +-... ~.~"C:'e -f!."C:'e+-... ~"!. "!.~\.\. ..... :o ~'i'tC·u::ea"&~ ~'rr~ ~1:1:iciency o"t 
the system by reducing the volume of air being pulled from above 
the ground surface. The air emissions will be treated to health­
based levels. The SVE and groundwater extraction systems will 
operate in conjunction for approximately 15 years to meet the 
clean-up criteria. 
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The PAR-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements 
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included 
in this alternative. 

Alternative _2.i. GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ 
EXCAVATION AND BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT OF VOC-COHTAMINATED SOIL/ 
COVERING PAR-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED 
RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL LANDFILL( REMOVE 
cmrrEJrrS ~ ABOVEGBOIPJ.U -UUl. ~1\Ul. 'l!.nws. 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$7,988,170 
$ 279,000 
$9,927,114 
15 years 

To reduce the operating time for the groundwater extraction and 
treatment system presented in Alternative 2, approximately 30,000 
cubic yards of vee-contaminated soils would be excavated and 
biologically treated on-site. Microorganisms, nutrients, and 
oxygen would be supplied to the contaminated soils to promote 
transformation and aerobic biological degradation of the VOC 
contaminants. The area available to construct the treatment 
facility is not large enough to accommodate all of the 
contaminated soil at one time. Therefore, the excavation, 
treatment and backfilling operations would need to be staged. It 
is estimated that soil treatment would take two to four years. 

Since this alternative involves the excavation and placement of 
waste, the RCRA Land Disposal Restrictions (LOR) would be 
invoked. Therefore, the cost estimate assumes a minimum 
technology disposal unit would be constructed prior to redisposal 
of the excavated and treated soil. 

The PAR-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements 
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included 
in this alternative, · 

Alternative 6: GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ 
EXCAVATION AND ON-SITE INCINERATION OF VOC- AND PAR­
CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ 
MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF 
ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
~J)JJJlii.l Q..li!.¥. t"J.)..,'S.,.t-_ •• 

Present Worth: 
Time to Implement:. 

$ 9,805,845 
~ 1.1.~,'SilQ. 
$11,322,222 
10 years 

To minimize the operating time of the groundwater extraction and 
treatment system presented in Alternative 2, the VOC- and PAH-
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contaminated soils would be excavated and incinerated on-site. 
Approximately 30,000 cubic yards of contaminated soil would be 
incinerated on-site using a mobile infrared unit. Based on an 
average process rate of 14,000 lb/hr, the incineration process 
would be completed in approximately nine to twelve months. It is 
estimated that the groundwater extraction system would operate 
for app~oximately ten years. 

For costing purposes, it is assumed that the incinerator ash 
would not be a RCRA hazardous waste and ·could be backfilled on­
site. Confirmatory sampling would be required prior to disposal. 
Waste sludge from the incinerator air scrubbers would, however, 
be considered hazardous and would thus require disposal at an 
approved RCRA facility. 

In addition, those elements presented in the section entitled 
"Common Elements" are included in this alternative. 

Alternative 7; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND DISCHARGE TO THE POTW/ 
COVERING PAD-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ CAPPING VOC-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ 
EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING 
MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND 
UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$3,571,980 
$ 298,500 
$6, 385,.960 
30 years 

This alternative is the same as Alternative 2, except that the 
extracted groundwater would be discharged to the POTW instead of 
air stripping and discharge to the Blue River. Consideration of 
this alternative would is based on the assumption that the 
Columbia City POTW is willing and able to accept the WRR site 
effluent. Currently the POTW does not have a pretreatment 
program with IDEM. The Columbia City POTW is scheduled for a 
capacity expansion in October 1990. 

EVAWATION OF ALTERNATIVES 

The preferred alternative for cleaning up the WRR site is 
Alternative 4 -- GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL 
VAPOR EXTRACTION/ COVERING PAR-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION 
~QJ/,'Tl.V,.~T..£f Wf:..¥_.~ W/:.'b"J.TA~~~~\'b} Yf"Jit~~~~} ~"i_~ '\fl"l:M"i_"t;"i_Y,.)U, 

LAND~'ILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS. 
In addition, additional investigation will be conducted in the 
now inactive tank area and the lead-contaminated soil area (at 
SB-17 and SB-17A) to determine the extent of remediation. 
Based on current information, this alternative would appear to 
provide the best balance of trade-offs among the alternatives 
with respect to u.s. EPA's nine evaluation criteria. This 
section discusses the performance of the preferred alternative 
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against the nine criteria, noting how it compares to the other 
options under consideration. A glossary of the evaluation 
criteria is contained in Table 1. 

Analysis 

overall Protection. All of the alternatives, with the exception 
of the "no action" alternative, would provide adequate protection 
of human health and the environment by eliminating, reducing, or 
controlling risk through treatment or engineering controls. The 
preferred alternative would treat the volatile organic 
contaminants in the soil and groundwater, cover the PAR­
contaminated soil, and cap the municipal landfill to reduce the 
risks associated with direct contact and ingestion of 
contaminated soils and/or groundwater. 

Because the "no action" alternative is not protective of human 
health and the environment, it is not considered further in this 
analysis as an option for this site. 

Compliance with ARARs. All alternatives would meet their 
respective applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements of 
Federal and state environmental laws. Since the preferred 
alternative would not involve the excavation and placement of 
waste, LOR would not be an ARAR. However, all options would 
involve the relevant and appropriate RCRA requirements. 

Discharge of the t:reated groundwater to the Blue River would meet 
the state's NPDES discharge limits. No waiver from ARARs is 
necessary to implement any of the active cleanup options. Soil 
clean-up levels will be established to ensure that contaminant 
leaching into the groundwater will not exceed health-based levels 
or MCLs. 

Long-term effectiveness and permanence. The preferred 
alternative would reduce the inherent hazards posed by the vee­
contaminated soil and groundwater through treatment. SVE would 
be an effective method to reduce contaminant levels in soils 
because the primary contaminants are vecs. In addition, the 
soil cover over the PAH- and vee-contaminated soils would 
eliminate the direct contact threat associated with these areas. 
Removal of the tank contents would eliminate the potential for 
additional contamination of the surrounding soil and groundwater 
due to leaks or spills from the tanks. 

Alternative 3 would also be effective in reducing site risks. 
However, potential complications with soil flushing are the 
controls required to lower the water table to induce upward 
gradients from the lower aquifer, while at the same time flush 
soils above the· water table. In addition, the heterogeneous 
nature of the soils in the southeast area of the site may cause 
the drainage gallery to backup and discharge to the surface. 
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TABLE 1 

GICBSARY OF 'lliE NINE CRI'1EUA 

o=mumity 
~ 

C'alpliaooe 
with ARARs 

Cost 

Inplementability 

IDng-tenn 
Effectiveness 
an:1 I\mnanence 

OVerall 
Protection of 
Human Health arrl 
the Environment 

Reduction of 
Toxicity, 
~ili ty 1 a00 
VolUI'!e 

Short-tenn 
EffectiVeness 

state 
Acceptance 

will be assessed in the Record of Decision fall~ a 
review of the plblic cx:mnents received on the RifFS report 
an:J the PLC:~a;ed Plan. 

addresses whether or oot a rena:1y will meet all of the 
awlicable or relevant am arilrcpriate requirements of 
other enviromnental statutes arrlfor requires uses of a 
waiver. 

includes capital arrl cpexation arrl :malntenanoe costs. 

is the technical am admi.ni.st:.rative feasibility of a J:emedy, 
in:::ltding the availability of goods ard sez:vi.ces needed to 
:inplement the d1osen soluticn. 

refers to the ability of a remedy to maintain reliable 
prot.e::;tion of human health an:1 the envirorment over time 
once cleanup goals have been met. 

addresses 'WhethP.r or not a renedy provides adequate 
protecti-on an::l describes heM risks are el.ilninated, reduced 
or controlloo through treat::Irent, erqineerin;;J controls, or 
institutional controls. 

lS the anticipated p2rforrrance of the treat:Irent technologies 
a rem:dy may arploy. 

involves the pericxi of tirre needed to achieve protection an:i 
any adverse inpacts on h\.I!MJl health an:1 the enviroi"'IIOllt that 
may be posed during the conStructioo arrl inplerentation 
pericxi tmtil cleanup goals are ac::hleved. 

ird icates whether, based on i.~ review of the RifFS, 
Proposed Plan, arrl p..lblic c:x::m:rents, the State agen...-y 
cx:nx::urs, q::p:lSeS, or has no cx:mnent on the preferred 
al te.rnati ve. 
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Alternatives 5 and 6 would effectively reduce site risks through 
treatment; however, land disposal of the treated material or ash 
would require long-term O&M. 

Alternatives 2 and 7 would eliminate the direct contact threat; 
however, the inherent hazards of the waste will remain. 
The municipal landfill cap and groundwater monitoring system will 
require long-term O&M for all alternatives. Alternatives 5 and 6 
are the only alternatives that would actively treat the PAR­
contaminated soil, for all other alternatives these soils would 
be consolidated under the municipal landfill cap. 

Reduction of toxicity, mobility, or voluae of the contaminants 
through treatment. Only four of the alternatives would treat the 
principal threat of vee-contaminated soil to reduce toxicity, 
mobility, or volume. The preferred alternative and alternative 3 
would involve treatment of the vee-contaminated soil via SVE or 
soil flushing in conjunction with groundwater extraction and 
treatment. 

Alternatives 5 and 6 would involve biological treatment or 
incineration that would permanently destroy the vee and PAR 
contaminants. The treated soil or contaminated ash would; 
however, be disposed of in a ReRA landfill. 

Alternatives 2 and 7 achieve no reduction in toxicity, mobility, 
or volume for the vee-contaminated soils. 

It should be noted that although the cap over the municipal 
landfill and PAR-contaminated soil does not afford a reduction in 
toxicity, mobility, or volume, it would significantly reduce 
infiltration and the production of leachate that could migrate 
off-site. 

Short-term effectiveness. The preferred alternative and 
Alternative 3 would require approximately 15 years to achieve the 
groundwater clean-up levels. Although Alternatives 5 and 6 would 
achieve groundwater clean-up levels quicker, both of these 
alternatives require excavation which would pose some short-term 
risks of exposure to vecs during the excavation process. In 
addition, rainfall infiltration will be immediate during the 
construction period. This could increase the migration of 
contaminants in the groundwater. Groundwater clean-up levels 
would not be achieved for 30 years for Alternatives 2 and 7. 

Implementability. The individual technologies described for each 
of the alternatives are conventional an~ well demonstrated. 

·However, there is some concern over the technical feasibility of 
Alternative J given the heterogeneous nature of the soils. 
Conversely, the preferred alternative, which involves SVE has 
been found to be feasible for a variety of soil conditions. 
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No unusual difficulties in the placement of the soil cover and 
municipal landfill cap are anticipated. However, given the close 
proximity of the PAR-contaminated soil to the municipal landfill 
the feasibility of constructing two caps is questionable. It may 
be more appropriate to just incorporate the PAR-contaminated soil 
under the municipal landfill cap. 

Implementation of Alternative 7 would require the consent of 
Columbia City for use of its POTW. 

Cost. The present-worth cost of the preferred alternative is 
$5,582,500. The lowest-cost alternative is Alternative 3 at 
$5,110,800. The highest-cost alternative is Alternative 6 at 
$11,322,200. Alternatives 2, 5 and 7 have present-worth costs of 
$5,483,700, $9,927,100, and $6,386,000, respectively. 

State acceptance. The State of Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management supports the preferred alternative. 

Community acceptance. Community acceptance of the preferred 
alternative will be evaluated after the public comment period 
ends and will be described in the Record of Decision for the 
site. 

Summary of the Preferred Alternative 

In summary, Alternative 4 would achieve substantial risk 
reduction through treatment of the principal threat remaining at 
the site (i.e., the vee-contaminated soil, g~oundwater, and tank 
contents) and by providing safe management of other material that 
will remain at the site~ Given its effectiveness and 
implementability, Alternative 4 achieves this risk reduction in 
a comparable or smaller timeframe and cost than the other 
treatment options. Therefore, the preferred alternative is 
believed to provide the best balance of trade-offs among 
alternatives with respect to the evaluation criteria. Based on 
the information available at this time, u.s. EPA believes the 
preferred alternative would be protective of human health and the 
environment, would comply with ARARs, would be cost effective, 
and would utilize permanent solutions and alternative treatment 
technologies to the maximum extent practicable. Because it would 
treat the vee-contaminated soil and groundwater, the remedy also 
would meet the statutory preference for the use of a remedy that 
involves treatment as a principal element. 

THE COMMUNI'rY 'S ROLE IN THE SELECTION PROCESS 

U.S. EPA solicits input from the community on the cleanup methods 
proposed for each Superfund response action. u.s. EPA has set a 
public comment period from January 22, 1990 through February 21, 
1990 to encourage public participation in the selection process. 
The comment period includes a public meeting at which u.s. EPA 
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and IDEM will present the FS report and the Proposed Plan, 
answer questions, and receive both oral and written comments. 

The public meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, February 7, 1990 
at 7:00 p.m. and will be held at: 

Council Room, City Hall 
112 South Chauncey 

Columbia City, Indiana 

Comments will be summarized and responses provided in the 
Responsiveness Summary section of the Record of Decision (ROD). 
The ROO is the document that presents u.s. EPA's final selection 
for cleanup. The public can send written comments to or obtain 
further information from: 

Tinka G. Hyde 
Remedial Project Manager 

U.S. EPA - SHS-11 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

(312} 886-9296 

Toll free (800) 621-8431 
between 9:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Central Time 

u.s. EPA and IDEM are soliciting public comments about the most 
acceptable way to clean up the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling 
site. The Proposed Plan and the RI/FS Reports have been placed 
in the Information Repositories and Administrative Record for the 
site. The Administrative Record includes all documents such as 
work plans, data analyses, public comments, transcripts and other 
relevant material used in developing the remedial alternatives 
for the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling site. These documents 
are available for public review and copying at the following 
locations: 

City Hall 
112 South Chauncey 
Columbia City, IN 

Peabody Library 
203 North Main 
Columbia City, IN. 
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